Code of Ethics. by Parker, W. W.
DOMESTIC CORRESPONDENCE.
To the Editor of The Journal of the American Medical Association.
Dear Sir:\p=m-\Asthe number of papers to be presented at the
next meeting of the Association can not be duly disposed of
so as to do justice to their authors in the limited time allotted
to each, and as the business before the Association is annually
becoming more cumbersome, it is the opinion of the writer,
as well as many with whom he has conversed, that a proper
committee representing all the interests involved should be
appointed at the next session to report at the session fol-
lowing upon the propriety of changing the name from the
American Medical Association to the American Congress of
Physicians and Surgeons. That each Section of the pres-
ent organization hold their separate annual meetings and
that they be held before the annual meeting of the
Congress. That each Section report a synopsis of all the
papers and all matters of special importance and interest.
That the membership of the Congress shall consist of dele¬
gates from Sections, State Societies, and such other dele¬
gates as the Congress may determine, so that all depart¬
ments may receive such attention in a more deliberate man¬
ner as will benefit all its members. J. W. Hervey, M.D.
Indianapolis, Ind.
Code of Ethics.
To the Editor of the Journal of the American Medical Association :
Dear Sir:\p=m-\Having been invited by the chairman of the
committee charged with the duty of recommending to the
next meeting of the Association certain changes in our Code
of Ethics, I beg leave briefly to state my objections to one
word of change. I have been living up to this Code since its
adoption ; attended the first meeting of the Association in
New York and have never had any trouble with a doctor in
good standing in forty-five years. In my annual address as
president of the State Society I urged that body to purchase
500 copies of the Code for the use of the members, and as
president lately of our city society I urged the same meas-
ure. These resolutions were laid on the table till it is known
whether the Association will make any change in our Code.
We want no new " Decalogue ;" no new " Lord's Prayer." It
is not within the power of man to invent a more perfect law
of morals than that of the Bible. "The law of the Lord is
perfect," and it is upon this law that the Code of Ethics is
founded. As I stated in my pamphlet, " Forty Years a
Doctor," our profession is declining in its dignity and its
honorable bearing towards the public and towards its fellow
members. I have abundant facts to establish this proposi¬
tion in Virginia, and I learn in other localities affairs are
probably worse, and I believe it. The greed for money has
increased in the past forty years. I find multitudes of our
young men have never seen a copy of our Code. I sent to
our editor at Chicago lately for some copies and distributed
them among young practitioners of ten and twelve years,
and it was a revelation to some of them, and hearty thanks
were returned to me for them.
No alliances with new schools or new dogmas. The
younger members of the profession have been immensely
damaged by the homoeopathic outcry of too much medicine,
and many a life has been sacrificed to this humbug of all
humbugs. I will be glad to send my essay oil the " Rise and
Decline of Homoeopathy " gratis to any one who has any
faith in this crackbrain theory. May I be allowed to say
that a most distinguished professor of the University of
Virginia (not a doctor) said this essay was a "settler" of
the controversy between the two schools.
I have read carefully the Code lately, and while some
scholars might prefer verbal changes in some sentences,
yet these changes are matters of taste merely. The Code
can not go into details of the "contract system" and other
new questions that may grow out of these changes, but
must state broad principles. We want no big volume on
ethics. We would be in favor of a decalogue of cardinal
principles, if possible.
Fearing I may not be able to attend the next meeting of
our Association, I beg leave to give my views on this most
important subject. Very respectfully,
W. W. Parker.
Richmond, Va., May 14, 1893.
To the Editor of The Journal of the American Medical Association.
Dear Sir:\p=m-\The " Code" question it appears is not yet set-
tled. I have read with care everything that I have seen in
print on both sides of the question and I must confess that
I have not seen a single convincing argument that the Code
should be abolished or materially changed or amended. There
have been many harsh and positive assertions that the Code
is an awful document, that its language is bad, that it is old
and that it does great injustice to somebody, and many other
similar expressions, but such declarations are not argu-
ments, and what these fellows want I do not believe any one
can tell ; one will assert that the Code is old and therefore
it should be abolished and another will assert that the Code
never has been enforced and never can be, and that it is a
dead letter; and these same fellows will turn right around
and assert that the Code is doing great injustice to certain
parties and is the cause of all the trouble in the medical
profession. The truth is, they do not know themselves what
they want. There is, however, one thing that these howlers
about the Code are unanimously agreed upon and all in
favor of, and that is they are all in favor of consultations
with homoeopaths or rather the pretended homoeopaths, for
there is no such thing as a genuine homoeopathic doctor on
earth.
When I converse with a physician and learn that he is
opposed to the Code I generally learn in that same conver¬
sation that he is in favor of consulting with homoeopaths ;
even our friend of San Jose, Cal., who wrote an excellently
worded article. But while it was a well written article and
cut right and left at the Code it could be seen that its
author was not feeling well and that he was either mad or
sick, and it was somewhat puzzling to tell what was the mat¬
ter with him ; but when he touched on the question of con¬
sultations, it was clearly to be seen that he too was suffer¬
ing from an acute attack of homoeopathic consultation.
I believe I have never known a physician who was strongly
opposed to the Code that was not in favor of consulting with
homoeopaths. Why physicians occupying honorable post
tions as many of them do, will thus act, is and always has
been a mystery to me. It must be that they do it for the
consultation fee and the fee alone. I am for the Code.
John Wright.
Clinton, Ill., May 13,1893.
To the Editor of The Journal of the American Medical Association:
Dear Sir:\p=m-\Inyour issue of the 13th inst. is a letter from
Edward Jackson of Philadelphia, on revision of the Code.
I write to express myself as in hearty accord with all he
has written. In addition, permit me to express the hope
that the Association will speedily absolve all its members
from further adherence to the present Code, and give us in
its place a few sentences defining conduct unbecoming a
physician. Respectfully, H. J. B. Wright.
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